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Dear Maltery 

It is aa I toll Albert iSili in tlie sncloscd letter: whan the Sunday 13.1100 pdeco by 
Navaaky cama today, I could not stop reading until I reached the end. I did feel the 
emotions I am sure arc reflected in tho unprepared letter, I did not toll f-ialts all of 
them. There ia an arragance. I an sure unintended, that these established types had and 
have. They alone suffered, hose vithout their means, naturally, aie unimportant. There 
were ^ many! ^d today, what do tliay do, thaso nartyre? What have ttey done of real 
social worth since they were viotinized? Very lit;;le except live on and relive their pasts. 

There vera great talents among thorn. It is tragic that those who did not sell out, 
for the aost part, copped out professionally. 

Anyway, thir> letter tells you a little more about me, what I draw upon, wijat dotermiaes 
ny approaches and how I think. 

If those guys had fought other than with fortune-cookie oreac puffs, wifcl; ag^rea- 
sivenesaivenesi instead of speeches, I do think they would have won. 

The weak never survive their own dafenaivo tactLca. The strong are always too 
strong, too de-terminetl. The only defense ie a principled attack, Viith the abv.8ution 
those poiwlar flguias an.i their big-name gallery got / nd could have expected, they 
could have accoiaplished what was impoaoibl:,^ for the unknowns who could no 

attention. 

I have oftai ’.vondured about I’hat can t be answered, were these suocesRi’ul ones the 
victliits of their own desire to continue sQccessful, with unlnpedred fine incomes? They 
..ere an intaLUgent and sophisticated. I think they inhibited themselves in tho self- 
deoeiving Iwps that la taking a i’irst— iUaeudment possltAon th^ would be as welcome as 
before with those who 'il;:ihcd oat Hollywood's lavish rewar'is. They should liave prevail^ 
on the First iinendmant, but they should not have asstnaed they would and should net iiave 
restrlctea theiaselves to it, either. Thia is separate from really fighting. They didn't 
even defend well, iiy rofereicea to Popper are not without subtle intent. 

I have boon intending to write you for several days but have been busy. I will be 
in Herw York thri week of the 6th or tho 13th. I should '^hieh soon. I'll be making a 

speech in ne»\by Mew Jersey, ‘^hls vdll ask© thfi trip possible. I have beerPS^ssfJal in 
tte quest of a ^^er. I wrote another yesterday. So, this will be my primary interest. 

I 11 be able to fit most of the week, I woidd also like to bo able to to otliers 
about the possibility of ftimlng out some of my nuii— assassination work. Forhapa you can 
find some time to think about this 90 that you can make sug;;estions when Z an there? 

As I predicted, yours wac the only card I got. by tin? tiiae one reaches 60, unless 
he has o h ildre>i or grandchildren, one gets very few. V!hat was cute is that my mother, 
who has cataracts, misread the date in the paper aiul phoned me the 6th, tMniring it 
was tnc (iighth. iShe seemed not to believe that it really was 60 years ago! Groat spirit, 
©specially with what bhe has been throu^d: and now suffers. And my motlisiwiii-iaw emna- 
wiched me on the other side, forgetting until ihe^lOth, both are over UO. I especially 
like the symbolism of fruitfulness ou your card, il has just startea jia^va-rngiig pLarts 
from sMd, aeaning we can t harvest for three years. Our fruit trees blioia for the first 
time this year. Despite a naril freeze, tivjy seem not to suffer, i'lie hlouzns remain, seem- 
ingly undamaged. More symboUmm? Thep consider that the littlest one, a peach bearly 
two feet high, la so loaded with blAom it seema more like an ornamental shrub. 

I Ipok forward to seoiag you again, Thanka for the article. 



Sincerely, 



A cu»i uu vviato* no soon leavers f J. Mist write thon at ^/ron.^ timOf T’liu^a ujadc-r tlie 
ini'luLOic^ Ox oi^tiona* TMs was a iiou)ilc*y*iiard day for other reasonsf i haa ^ full flare of 
othii f - ^ i*avaaky*s piwoe, so there -^aa an overioacU I had fer^tten 

that ' x iud beua their laiiyor# I had no !TV uhen# but i heard tlie live radiocast 

of t)>: h. . "Zf faithfii!- !.o »»aat they said^ tlioy ^till seea to feel that 

sued tkiiiian viupj.^auwd no tliaii alone - that fehey^ sooehow, were out* Tho purposes of 

my iiio-JCiiUe ui^ressioao ijay not alv/uys be iEE-dQdiatGljf' apparent* -V< referiiivi: to iirnold and 
Fort:^ onu thfc^ii* tafcdjig no fee — arid wiiriiug for us - i aci sayint*^i that the pretentions of the 
left and uaeudo-*ieft and no substitut© for pei^fonoonce sad thet lSatablli:'teni:ar^,ai^ scaao tines 
perfcrix for piinciplc whein wii^iso pa*etendiiit^ principle ;all not ftct on It and do not act in a 
Mcy ’CxM’: can auccoua* S^;oept in liiariUfaotuxlJiL’ needlesr’. it'nrtyrs* fie rey tho po^t« I iidn*t 
thiiJi: 1 siiouid spell it out more. 1 add a fen tiiou^ts in the enclosed letter tc the fiicad who 
sent iij toe pi.acs. you Xi^Of^ine wliat iould have happened if thesr HcU.y^JCod typos Iiac fou^t 
ad cooxu. unvcp i^ot ^xily from what ^ gnwe them^ v;ith tho Hiidi.ence they coniricadod? If they 
had osikua uail xnioiain.vc; and exposeii the oo.ronittee to its face and before th-:‘ audicnoe it 
dellv%si*sa . 1 ^ wieiux ahoiicia^ tikiy were, amon^ other tvx?.nv^, pettjr crooks, rob^'ia^ thn 

puoiio tixJ., ana nos puT3uin<^ a le^slative purpose, the only basis for any te.artn^^ For 
the:i ;is for o;;a«ro, thu post xa not proio^iia. iiW 4/16/73 



